Prediction of Junior Required English Grades Using Expectancy Tables at Central High School, Clifton, Illinois by Longfellow, Richard Lee
Eastern Illinois University
The Keep
Masters Theses Student Theses & Publications
1981
Prediction of Junior Required English Grades
Using Expectancy Tables at Central High School,
Clifton, Illinois
Richard Lee Longfellow
Eastern Illinois University
This research is a product of the graduate program in Educational Psychology and Guidance at Eastern Illinois
University. Find out more about the program.
This is brought to you for free and open access by the Student Theses & Publications at The Keep. It has been accepted for inclusion in Masters Theses
by an authorized administrator of The Keep. For more information, please contact tabruns@eiu.edu.
Recommended Citation
Longfellow, Richard Lee, "Prediction of Junior Required English Grades Using Expectancy Tables at Central High School, Clifton,
Illinois" (1981). Masters Theses. 2993.
https://thekeep.eiu.edu/theses/2993
THESIS REPRODUCTION CERTIFICATE 
TO: Graduate Degree Candidates who have written formal theses. 
SUBJECT: Permission to reproduce theses. 
The University Library is receiving a number of requests from other 
institutions asking permission to reproduce dissertations for inclusion 
in their library holdings. Although no copyright laws are involved, we 
feel that professional courtesy demands that permission be obtained 
from the author before we allow theses to be copied. 
Please sign one of the following statements: 
Booth Library of Eastern Illinois University has my permission to lend 
my thesis to a reputable college or university for the purpose of copying 
it for inclusion in that institution's library or research holdings. 
Date 
I respectfully request Booth Library of Eastern Illinois University not 
allow my thesis be reproduced because 
�����--�������� 
Date Author 
m 
PREDICTION OF JUNIOR Rm::tUIRED ENGLISH GRADES USING 
-
EXPECTANCY TABLES AT CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL, CLIFTON, ILLINOIS 
(TITLE) 
BY 
RI CHARD LEE LONGFELLOW 
,,... 
,,,... 
THESIS 
SUBMITTED IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR THE DEGREE OF 
SPECIALIST 
IN THE GRADUATE SCHOOL, EASTERN ILLINOIS UNIVERSITY 
CHARLESTON, ILLINOIS 
__ i� 
YEAR 
I HEREBY RECOMMEND THIS THESIS BE ACCEPTED AS FULFILLING 
THIS PART OF THE GRADUATE DEGREE CITED ABOVE 
/.2 �JYI 
DATE 
//-Jh--81 
DATE 
L/-f9.. - �I r DATE 
/(-/3 -8'/ 
DATE 
ABSTRACT 
icngf'ellow, Richard L.,  Prediction·of Junior Required English 
Grades Using Expectancy Tables at Central High School, Clifton, Illinois, 
Ea.stern Illinois University, Charleston, Illinois, November, 1981. 
Committees Dr. Paul Overton, Chairman 
Dr. William Crane 
Dr. Pat Barnhart 
Problems 
At Central High School in Clifton, Illinois, students are re­
quired to take one of three Junior English classes in order to graduate. 
These classes ares American Fiction, American Literature Survey, and 
Modern American Literature. Many times, students would ask their coun­
selor "What are my chances of passing the three different Required Junior 
English classes?". The counselors would only be able to give a personal 
opinion that was based on Sophomore English grades and not a substan­
tiated answer. 
The pro bl em had two parts. The first part was to determine if 
a relationship existed between Sophomore English grades and Junior Re­
quired English grades. If the relationship existed, then to predict the 
chances of receiving a particular grade in the three different Required 
Junior English classes. 
Method.st 
Grades for the first semester Sophomore English classes and the 
Junior Required English classes were taken from the transcripts for each 
ii 
student from the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 of Central High School. 
Expectancy Tables were then compiled for each combination of Sophomore 
English grades and Junior Required English grades for each of the 
Classes Jr 1977, 1978 and 1979 and the Composite of the three classes. 
A Chi Square was then computed for each Expectancy Table. A 5% level 
of significance was used to determine if a relationship existed between 
Sophomore English grades and Junior Required English grades. 
General Conclusionsi 
1 .  Only between English !IA grades and American Literature 
Survey was a 5% level of significance relationship found to exist for 
all three classes and the composite. 
2. If only the Composite was used, a relationship existed at 
a 1% level of significance between English IIA grades and American Lit­
erature Survey grades, English !IA grades and Modern American Litera­
ture grades, English IIB grades and Modern American Literature grades 
and English IIB grades and American Fiction grades. 
Recommendations: 
1 .  That the study be continued, updated every three years, 
missing Class of 1978 grades be found and recorded, and possible expan­
sion to include prediction of ACT scores, SAT scores or college grades. 
2. That the Composite Expectancy Tables for the class combin­
tions listed above in General Conclusions be used by counselors at 
Central High School in answering their students question "What are my 
chances of passing the three different Required Junior English classes?". 
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Chapter 1 
INTROIUCTION > 
Background Information 
There have been many studies done on the prediction of grades. 
The 6urrent Index to Journals in F.d.ucation (CIJE) from 1969 tln-ough 1977 
lists one hundred and seventeen articles on Grade Prediction. The F.du-
cationa1 Resources Information Center (ERIC) file has one hundred and 
fifty articles relating to Grade Prediction from 1969 through 1977. 
While most of these studies have dealt with predicting Grade 
Point Average (GPA) in college, Goldman and Slaughter found that GPA 
prediction is not as good as prediction of individual class grades.1 
Erkut found that the best predictor of future achievement was by far 
past achievement.2 Black found that grades in high school were the best 
single indicators of grades in college,3 Forshay found in using varia-
bles which included the Scholastic Aptituda Test (SAT), previous GPA 
and advisors judgment in a stepwise multiple regression that the High 
lRa.y Goldma.n and Robert Slaughter, "Why College Grade Point av­
er,age is Difficult to Predict," Journal. of Educational Psychology, 68 
(1976), p. 9. 
2surnru Erkut, "Sex Differences in Attribution of Achievement and 
Actual Achievement," (Presented at Annual Convention of the American 
Psychological Association, San Francisco, California, August 26-30, 
1977), p. 13. 
3Hubert P. Black, The Efficiency of the American College Test­
ing Program and Hish School Grades for Predicting the Achievement of 
Chesapeake College Students, U.S., F.d.ucational Resources Information 
Center, ERIC fucument ED 029 626, January, 1969, p. 28. 
1 
2 
School Grade Point Average (HSGPA) was by far the most dominant variable 
in the�equation.4 Mcfuwell found a significant positive relationship 
between success in Rhetoric 1101 (a college freshmen English course at 
the Univ�rsity of Minnesota) and high school English grades, high school 
percentile rank, high school grade point averages and scores on the ver­
bal portions of the Preliminary Scholastic Aptitude Test.5 The best 
predictor was found to be high school English grades with a correlation 
coefficient of .44. 6 Angoff found that high school grade averages had a 
median validity coefficient of .J2 and were only slightly less valid 
than the verbal portion of the Scholastic Aptitude Test with a median 
validity coefficient of . 35 in prediction of freshmen college English 
iradeso7 
What is proposed is instead of predicting college grades to pre-
diet high school English grades. 
The Statement of the Problem 
This research proposed to see if a relationship existed between 
Sophomore English grades and grades in Junior English classes at Central 
High School in Cli�on, Illinois. 
�arl McD:>well and Arthur E. Walzer, Exemption, Predictive Va­
lidity. and Rhetoric 1101 and Rhetoric 1102, U.S., F.ducational Resources 
Information Center, ERIC LOcument ED 153 217, 1976, p. 7. 
6 IBID, p. 14. 
7william H. Angoff, 1he College Board Admissions T�§ting Pro­
A Technical Re rt on Research and Deve o ment Activities Re-
to the Scholastic A titude Test and Achievement Tests College 
Entrance Examination Boards Princeton, 1971 , p. 139. 
I 
I · 
I 
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I I I 
The Sulrproblems 
The first sulrproblern was to see if expectancy tables based on 
English IIA grades and grades in required Junior English classes vary 
J 
J 
significantly f'.rom yea:r to yea:r for the 1977, 1978, and 1979 graduates of 
Central High School, 
The second sulrproblem was to see if expectancy tables based on 
English IIB grades and grades in required Junior English classes va:ry 
significantly from yea:r to yea:r for the 1977, 1978, and 1979 graduates of 
Central High School, 
The Limitations 
The study was to be limited to students who graduated from Cen-
tral High School in Clifton, Illinois during the yea:rs 1977, 1978, and 
1979. 
Students who transfeI:Ted into the CentraL school system after 
the first semester of their Sophomore yea:r were not to be included in 
th.is study, 
The study was to be lim1 ted to Sophomore English IIA and IIB 
grades and grades in Modern American Literature, American Literature 
Suxvey and American Fiction, 
The study included the Class of 1978 for only first semester 
Junior English classes taken, 
Thie study applied only to the selection of Junior required 
English classes taken at Central High School, Clifton, Illinois. 
Definition of Terms 
Junior Required English - All Juniors must enroll for one semester in 
one of the following English courses if they took English IIA or IIB 
as a Sophomore: American Literature Survey, Modern American Litera­
ture, or American Fiction• This is a graduation requirement. 
4 
English IIA - This is a college prep class. In the class n4.ne weeks are 
spent on spe�ch doing informative, demonstrative, and persuasive 
speeches and a simplified oral interpretation speech. Two plays are 
read, Julius Caesar and The Miracle Workero Two full length novels, A 
Separate Peace and A Tale of Two Cities, are read. Also several short 
stories, poems, and non-fiction selections are read. Proponents place 
emphasis on both written and oral communication. Grammar is handled 
only incidentally as the need arises. Vocabulary study is done 
throughout the year. Book reports and reviews are required each nine 
week period. 
English IIB - In this class, nine weeks are spent on speech doing in­
formative, demonstrative and bodily action speeches. Nine weeks are 
spent on grammar review covering such areas as subject-verb agreement, 
correct pronoun usage, and correct use of verbso Several short stor­
ies, poems, and non-fiction selections are read with frequent writing 
assignments. Two plays, Julius Caesar and The Miracle Worker are 
read. One full length novel, A Separate Peace, is read. Book reports 
, are required each nine week period. 
American Fiction - This course covers the development of fiction in A­
merica from Irving and Poe to the most modern fiction writers o The 
proponents' objective for the course is to acquaint the students with 
as many different contemporary authors as possible. Proponents use 
three paperbacks with the expectatd.on of the student learning to 
appreciate what he has read. Proponents use modern concepts of treat­
ment of subject and author's approach with the expectation of better 
preparing the student rto recognize many of the problems of contemporary 
society and hopefully help them to react properly to similar situations 
in their own lives. Finally, one or two novels are read. This is not 
a college prep course and was recommended for the undecided student by 
the proponents. 
American Literature Survey - This course covered the literature of Amer­
ica from the colonial days to the twentieth centin:y. Proponents felt 
that it was a good parallel. to early American history. The proponents 
f'elt that the most important areas of concern were the development of 
the short story by Irving, Hawthorne, and Poe. However, the litera­
ture of the Civil War and the new concepts of such authors as Walt 
Whitman, Mark Twain, Jack London, and Bret Harte are included, The 
course included vocabulary drills, composition, and outside reading 
for reports. Recommended for the college bound student by the pro­
ponents. 
Modern American Literature - This class includes as much of the var!ous 
genres of the twentieth century as possible. Modern fiction, non-fic­
tion, poetry, and drama. were studied. The proponents placed emphasis 
on developing standards of evaluating everything that students read, 
watched on television, or saw in a movie. The proponents aimed to 
make the student more observant and more discriminating in the choice 
I I ' 
5 
of material in their daily life such as why is a writing acceptable or 
unacceptable. Proponents also included some vocabulary study, compo­
sition, and outside reading for book reports. Proponents recommended 
this course for the college bound student. 
Expectancy Table - Grid on which is tallied the performance of individu-• a.ls on their Sophomore English IIA or IIB grades and the grade they re-
cei ved in American Literature Survey, Modern American Literature, or 
American Fiction. 
MEI'HOil3 OF PROCEDURE 
Description of the· Population 
The population was the students of Central High School of Cen­
tral Community Unit District #4, which is located a mile and a half north 
of Clifton, Illinois. The school district is composed of over 400 square 
miles. The families in the area work mostly in agriculture or agricul-
tural related occupations. 
The school building itself was composed of a high school build-
1ng and a junior high building, which are connected by a corridor. The 
student body that was used for the study consisted of the graduated 
classes of 1977 of 120 students, of 1978 of 119 students, and of 1979 
of 116 students. The entire student body was composed of approximately 
five percent black and ninety-f'lve percent white students. 
Sources of re.ta 
The grades used for this study were taken f'rom the transcripts 
on file at the Central High School for the 1977, 1978, and 1979 graduates. 
Only the sex of the student, Sophomore English grades and Junior English 
grades in American Literature Survey, Modern American Literature and 
American Fiction were taken f'rom the transcripts. This information was 
placed on paper with apiropriate columns at the top to indicate sex, Sopho-
more English grades and Junior English grades. 
• t 
The letter M was used to indicate males and the letter F was 
use'd tor indicate females in the Sex column. 
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In the column under the heading Sophomore English Grades, the 
letters IlIA were placed for all students who took English IIA and IIB 
letters were placed for all students who took English IIB. They were 
followed by a slash mark (/) and the grade recorded for the first semes­
ter· followed to the right of the slash mark. 
In the column under the heading Junior English Grades, the let� 
ters ALS were written for American Literature Survey; for Modern Ameri­
can Literature, the letters MAL were written; and for American Fiction, 
the letters AF were used. The letters were followed by a slash mark (/) 
and the grade recorded for that class followed to the right of the slash 
mark. 
Treatment of Iata 
The information described in the previous section was trans­
ferred to Expectancy Tables. This was accomplished as explained for 
Table 1 in the following paragraphs. 
For the class of 1977, a grid was made of seven rows by seven 
<>Olumns. Boxes formed by the grid will be referred to as cells from now 
on. The aforementioned grid was made with the paper turned sideways. 
In the upper le� hand cell, a diagonal was placed from the upper left 
hand corner to the lower right hand corner. In this example, English 
IIA grades aild American Literature Survey grades were compared. IIAG 
was placed in the lower left section and ALSG was placed in the upper 
right hand section of the upper left hand cell. 
Going down, the rows were labeled E, D, C, B, A, and Total 
(Total is explained shortly.) to indicate letter grades received in 
])}glish !IA. Going across the top cells are the following labels 1 E, 
D, C, B., A, and Total to indicate letter grades recorded in American 
Literature Survey. 
7 
Jiive spaces down from the top of the paper above the grid, the 
words "Table l" were centered. Two spaces below were found the words 
"Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English !IA Grades (IIAG) and 
Junior American Literature Survey Grades (ALSG) for the Class of 1977." 
This process was also used for comparison of English !IA grades and 
Modern American Literature grades, English IIA grades and American 
Fiction grades, English IIB grades and American Literature Survey grades, 
E)lg1ish IIB grades and Modern American Literature grades.$.Ild English IIB 
grades and American Fiction grades for each of the followings Class of 
1977, Class of 1978, Class of 1979, and the Composite of the Classes 
of 1977, 1978, and 1979. 
The paper with the transferred information is searched until 
under the Sophomore English column an A/ was found and the Junior :aiglish 
Grade column on that sa.me line has the letters ALS. Once this combina­
tion was found, the grade following A/ was looked for under the !IA 
section of the Expectancy Table. Then, proceed across the row until the 
column representing the grade recorded for ALS is located. A short ver­
tical line was placed in the upper left hand corner of the cell and a 
check mark is placed next to the ALS grade for the student just recorded. 
A line is added each time someone else had the same grade recorded. The 
fif'th person that had the same recorded grade was indicated by a diagonal 
across the preceeding four lines. 
When all the students who took American Literature Survey and 
English IIA f'rom the Class of 1977 had been recorded, each cell was 
tallied up. 11lat number was recorded in each cell. Next the total for 
8 
each row and column was figured and recorded in the total column or row. 
Then each series of rows and columns were added up, The totals should 
have been the same or a check of all entries had to be made. Af'ter it 
) . 
checked out, the next table was made, 
Once the information was placed on Expectancy Tables for the 
three classes in this study, 1977, 1978, and 1979, a composite was ma.de 
for each of the possible combinations, Now a new table was made which 
only had the arabic numerals on it for each table made. After all the 
inf'ormation was on Expectancy Tables, the researcher tried to determine 
if there were any significant differences between the tables. Finally, 
tlre results would be written. 
Hypothesis 
H I 1 There are no significant differences between the Expectancy 
Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978, and 1979 and the Composite for 
English IIA grades and American Literature Survey grades. 
H21 There are no significant differences between the Expectancy 
Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978, and 1979 and the Composite for 
�ish !IA grades and Modern American Literature Survey, 
H31 There are no significant differences between the Expectancy 
Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978, and 1979 and the Composite for 
�ish IIA grades and American Fiction grades. 
H4a There are no significant differences between the Expectancy 
Ta bl es for the Classes of 1977, 1978, and 1979 and the Composite for 
English IIB grades and American Literature Survey grades. 
9 
H5s There are no significant differences between the �ctancy 
Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978, and 1979 and the Composite for 
English IIB grades and Modern American Literature grades. 
l-J61 There are no significant diff9rences between the Expectancy 
Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978, and 1979 and the Composite for 
English IIB grades and American Fiction grades. 
Chapter 2 
REVIEW OF THE RELATED LITERATURE 
Introduction 
On the college level many studies have been done that attempt to 
predict success at the university in general and success in particular 
subjects. College admission officers have used the American College 
Test (ACT) or Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) along with the High School 
Class Rank (HSCR) or High School Grade Point Average (HSGPA) to deter-
mine selection of students for admission to their college that have the 
best chance of success.8 
In a study by Norris and Cochran, the introduction told of stu-
dents at Illi.nois State University and other un1 versi ties woo seek in-
formation to help them predict their chances of success in the different 
programs of study offered by the particular university that they are 
attending. They also mentioned the particular colleges concern for high 
failure and dropout rate when the students make choices of programs of 
study or courses without any predictive information.9 
Selection of English Courses a.t Cen�al. High School 
At Central High Sclx>ol, the student has a choice of three Junior 
Swinton Manning and others, Selective Admissio 
cation (San Francisco1 Jessey Bass Publishers, 1977 , 
F.d.u-
9r..ila Norris and Ik>nald Cochran, "The SIGI Prediction Systems 
Predicting College Grades With and Witoout Tests," Measurement and Eval­
uation in Guidance, 10 (1977),  p. 134. 
10 
11 
level English courses to meet their requirement for graduation if they 
� 
took English IIA or English IIB as a Sophomore. Early in February, the 
Sophomores were given curriculum guides and started pre-registration for 
; 
the Junior yeax. Once the information was.given out, Sophomores staxted 
going to the counselor's of'fice seeking information on their chances of 
passing the three courses from which they had to choose. There had not 
been any guides to aid the student or counselor in this decision. When 
the choice made led to a passing grade that was acceptable to the student 
and the parents of the student, everyone was happy. When this was not 
true, the counselor was in for a haxd time from the student and the 
parent for helping the student make an incorrect choice. Sometimes the 
complaint was not because of an unsatisfactory grade, but because the 
student had not taken a college prep English course. Without having 
information to inform the student or the paxent of the chances of success 
in the college prep course, the counselor could not give a good answer. 
Prediction of Grades at the University Level 
While Central High School Counselors did not have any studies 
done on the prediction of success, several universities had. Indiana 
University by means of a report by Dalton had taken a look at the de-
10 cline in the predictive validity of SAT and High School Achievement. 
Larson and Scontrino did an eight yeax study for a small West Coast Uni­
versity on the consistency of high school GPA and the SAT-Verbal (SAT-V) 
lOstarret Dal ton, "A Decline in the Predictive Val1di ty of the 
SAT and High School Achievement," &lucational and Psychological Measure­
ment, 36 ( Summer, 1976), pp. 44.5-448. 
and the SAT-Mathematics (SAT-M) portions of the SAT as predictors of 
college�performances.11 
Of the factors used in prediction of grades, the results of a 
study by i.eher and Hieronymus showed that the inclusion of academic 
12 
achievement motivation, educational expectations and biographical factors 
add to the prediction accuracy beyond a measure of intellectual function­
ing ·alone.12 Goodman and Widauski found that a large portion of GPA 
variance comes from. unmeasured personal factors (e.g., deligence, con­
formity, motivation, artistic ability, or writing skill).13 Brookover 
stated that "The correlation between a combination of high scoool grade-
point average and scholastic aptitude test score and college grades is 
usually about .55." He went on to say that the addition of nonintellect-
ive predictors only slightly increased the correlation by approximately 
.05. This was do to the idea that nonintellective criteria are closely 
related to the intellective ones.14 
11James Larson and M. P. Scontrino, "The C.Onsistency of High 
Scoool Grade Point Average and of the Verbal and Mathematical Portions 
of the Scholastic Aptitude Test of the C.Ollege Entrance Examination 
Board, As Predictors of C.Ollege Performances An Eight Year Study," Ed­
ucational and Psychological Measurement, 36 (Sununer, 1976), p. 440. 
-
12Barry E. Lehrer·and Albert N. Hieronymus, "Predicting Achieve­
ment Using Intellectual, Academic-Motivational and Selected Non-Intel­
lectual Factors,• Journal of Experimental F.d.ucation, 45 (1977), p • .50. 
13Roy Goodaa.n and Mel Widauski, "A Within Subjects Technique for 
C.Omparing C.Ollege Grading Standards Implications in the Validity of the 
Evaluation of College Achievement," Educational and Psychological Mea­
suremrmt, 36 (Summer, 1976), p. JBJ. 
14w1J bur B. Brookover a.nd others, ... T ... h ... e_C...,o.....,.l_e"-'._.., .... t.,..u.d .... e.-n_.t (New York a The Center for Applied Research in Education, Inc., 5 , p. 51. 
lJ 
In studies reported by Goodman and Widauski, the ACT Handbook, 
Forshay, Gold.man and Slaughter and Angoff, it was found that SAT or ACT 
scores and high school grade point averages were among the most valid 
predictofs of college grade point averages:l5 
Paseons found in his study that the High School Recommending 
Grade Average (A's and B's in academic courses) yielded highest validity 
for first semester GPA, but SAT and ACT test scores were slightly higher 
for predicting grades in individual courses,16 He did not compare High 
School English grades with college English grades, so it may have been 
that this would have given higher validity than the SAT and ACT scores 
as was found by Illo.17 
Mclbnald and Gawkoski found the HSGPA had a stronger predictive 
val.idity than either the SAT-V or the SAT-M and was significant at the 
1% level for the students used as a sample for their stuay.18 Black 
l.5coodman, op. cit., p • .38.3; American College Testing Program, 
"The ACT Assessment Counselor's Handbook," (1978), p. Ji Wellesby R. 
Forshay and others, "A Multivariate Analysis of Academic Adv1s1ngs Case 
Study of Research in an Instructional Development Setting," (Paper pre­
sented at the Annual Meeting of the Association for Educational Communi­
cation and Technology, Miami, Florida, April 2.5-29, 1977), P• 11; Ray 
Goldman and Robert Slaughter, "Why College Grade Point Average is Dlf­
ficul t to Predict," Journal of F.d.ucational Psychology, 68 ( 1976) , p. 91 
William H. Angoff, The College Board Admissions Testing Progra.uu A 
Technical Re rt on Research and Develo ment Activities Relati to the 
Scholastic A titude Test and Achievement Tests New Jerseys College En­
.trance Examination Board, 1971 , p. 1.39. 
l6william Passons, "Predictive Validities of the ACT, SAT, and 
High School Grades for First Semester GPA and Freshmen Courses," Educa­
tional and Psychological Measurement, 27 (1967), pp. 1143-1144. 
17John Illo, "From Senior to Freshmens A Study of Performance 
in English Composition in High School and College," Research in the 
Teaching of English, 10 (Fall, 1976), PP• 127-1.36. 
18Ri ta Mclbnald and Roman Gawkoski, "Predictive Value of SAT 
Scores and High School Achievement for Success in a College Honors Pro­
gram," F.d.ucational and Psychological Measurement, 39 (1979), p. 412. 
14 
found that the HSGPA was more predictive than the ACT test scores.19 
Forshay found HSGPA to be by f'ar the most dominant variable in a step-
wise multiple regression for the prediction of grades using eight vari­
ables which included SAT, previous GPA and advisor judgment.20 HSGPA 
was found to be a better precil.ctor of college GPA than the SAT-M and 
SAT-V in studies by Chissom and Lanier, Michael and Jones, and Franz, 
�vis and Garcia.21 Even the College Entrance Examination Board which 
gives the SAT and the American College Testing Program which gives the 
ACT have admitted that HSGPA was a better predictor of college GPA than 
their respective test, but they do state that the combining of HSGPA and 
the respective test does give a much better prediction than the HSGPA by 
itself .22 
Prediction of Grades in Individual University Classes 
Goodman a.nd Slaughter found a higher validity in predicting 
grades in individual classes than in predicting GPA when using HSGPA and 
19Hubert P. Black, The Efficiency of ;t.he American College Test­
ing Program and High School Grades for Predicting the Achievement of 
Chesapeake College Students, U.S., Educational Resources Information 
Center, ERIC fucument ED 029 626, January, 1969, p. 28. 
20Forshay, op. cit,, p. 9. 
21B:rad S, Chissom and furis Lanier, "Prediction of First Quarter 
Freshmen GPA Using SAT Scores and High School Grades," Educational and 
Psycholoe;ical Measurements, 35 (1975), pp. 461-46); see also w. B, 
Michael and R. Jones, "Stability of Predictive Validities of High School 
Grades and of Scores on the Scholastic Aptitude Test of the College En­
trance Examination Board for Liberal Arts Students," Ed.uoationaJ. and 
Peychological. Measurements, 23 (1963), pp. 375-3781 seo aleo G. Franz, 
J, A, fuvis and D, Garcia, "Prediction of Grades f'rom Preadmissions In­
dices in Georgia Ta'.x Supported Colleges," Educational and Psychological 
Measurements, 23 (196J), pp. 375-378. 
22Amer1can College Testing Program, op. cit,, p. Ji see also 
Angoff, op. cit., p. 139. 
SAT test scores.23 Erkut found that the best predictor for fUture 
achiev�ment by far was the past achievement. In the results of his 
study, the Sprlng GPA was best predicted by the fall GPA.24 Previous 
15 
grades a:vpeared to be better predictors of. future grades than did test 
scores according to Ryan and French.25 It was determined by Ille that 
the last high school grade in a given subject correlated best with the 
first college grade in that subject. 26 Angoff found in his study that 
high school grades_ at ,31 validity was only slightly less valid than the 
SAT's .35 in prediction of college English grades and that the HSGPA was 
more valid for overall GPA for college freshmen· than the SAT Soores,27 
While No:cris and Cochran found that the self reported High 
School English grades by students were the best predictors of the col-
lege English grades, they went on to say self estimates will succeed 
only when there is no reason for deception,28 Mcibwell and Walzer 
found a significant positive relationship between success in Rhetoric 
1101 (a University of Minnesota Freshman English course) and High School 
23 4 Goldman, op. cit,, pp. 9-1 
24sumru Erkut, "Sex D1.fferences in Attribution of Achievement 
and Actual Achievement," (Presented at Annual Convention of the American 
Psychological Association, San Francisco, California, August 26-30, 
1977), p. 13. 
25James Ryan and James French, "Long Term Grade Prediction for 
Intelligence and Achievement Tests in Schools of Differing Socio Econom­
ic Levels," Filucational and Psychological Measurement, 36 (1976), 
pp. 553-559. 
261110, op. cit., pp. 127-136. 
27Angoff, op. cit., p. 139. 
28Norr1s, op. cit.,,p. 1380 
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English grades· with a correlation coefficient of .44.29 
�So what better way to predict Junior English grades than by us-
ing Sophomore English grades? Only one argument was presented against 
this idect in my studies of related research. That argument was accord-
ing to Goldman and Slaughter that there were different grading standards 
for grades received from different schools and teachers for the same 
course.JO This study does not have that problem to contend with as all 
the classes were taught at Central High School. Also, each of the classes 
(English IIB, English IIA, American Literature Survey, ftk:>dern American 
Literature, and American Fiction) was taught by an individual teacher. 
!Jcpectancy Table 
In a study by Sycamore, it was explained that the main purpose 
of an Expectancy Table, no matter if it was for mid-term to final, apti­
tude to success, or qualifications to enter, was prediction.31 Perrin 
and Whitney talked of similar uses of expectancy tables.32 So from 
these expectancy tables, predictions of Junior Required English grades 
at Central High School would be made from students who had taken English 
IIA or IIB and completed the Junior Required English course as the stu-
29Ear1 Mcibwell and Arthur E. Walzer, Exemption, Predictive Va­
lidity, and Rhetoric 1101 and Rhetoric 1102, U.S., F.ducational Resources 
Information Center, ERIC Ibcument ED 153 217, 1976, p. 14. 
JOGoldman, op. cit., p. 9. 
31J ames Sycamore, "The Expectancy Table 1 A Tool for Midterm 
Conferences," The School Counselor, (January, 1978), pp. 20)-205. 
32Da.vid Perrin and fuuglas Whitney, "Methods for Smoothing Ex­
pectancy Tables Applied to the Prediction of Success in College," Journ­
al of F.ducational Measurement, 13 (1976), pp. 223-2)1. 
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dent wishing the predictions desired to take. Making predictions based 
UJX>n pa.st performance in a similar subject area was advocated by Erkut, 
Ryan and Fren�h, Illo, and Sycamore,33 
Even more valuable that an Expectancy Table's use in grade pre-
diction is its use in simplifying the explanation of how to arrive at a 
student's predicted grade. Instead of going through a long detailed ex-
planation, the researcher,coWlSelor, teacher of English or whoever was 
working with the student would simply show the student the expectancy 
table. The student could then become actively involved in the prediction 
process as advocated by Norris and Cochran.J4 So by the use of Expect-
ancy Tables, it would appear that a high school student at Central High 
School would be better able to answer the question, "What are my chances 
of passing the different Required Junior English classes at Central High 
School?" (in Clifton, Illino1a), 
Whether this is JX>Ssible or �t will depend UJX>n the results 
and conclusions covered in the next two sectd.ons as a relatioru;llip .'18t 
exist between the Sophomore English grades and the Junior FdQ.U�-ed English 
grades, 
33Erkut, op. cit,, p. 13; see also Rya.r>, o�· cit,, P• 557; see 
also Illo, op, cit,, pp. 127-136; see also Sy�c;ullt're, op. cit., P• 205. 
J4Norris, op. cit,, P• 139. 
Chapter 3 
RE5ULTS 
To be included in the results, a student had to be a graduate of 
Central High School, Clifton, Illinois, and to take either English !IA 
or English IIB as a Sophomore and either American Literature Survey, 
Modern American Literature, or American Fiction as a Junior. 
Of the 120 students of the Class of 1977, only 92 met the re­
quirements to be included in the results. Of the 119 students in the 
Class of 1978, only 45 were included in the resi.llts. The reason for the 
low number being included from the Class of 1978 was that grades were 
not available for the second semester of their Junior year when data was 
collected on them. Of the 116 students of the Class of 1979, only 100 
met the requirements to be included in the results. 
For each of the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 and for the Com­
posite of all three classes, a table was made for all students who met 
the requirements to indicate a comparison of English IIA grades and 
American Literature Survey:grades, a comparison of English IIA grades 
and Modern American Literature grades, a comparison of English IIA 
grades and American Fiction grades, a comparison of English IIB grades 
and American Literature Survey grades, a comparison of English IIB 
grad.es and Modern American Literature grades, and a comparison of Eng­
lish IIB grades and American Fiction grades. 
In order to determine if a relationship exists between the Soph­
omore English grades and Junior Required English grades, a Chi Square 
Test was used. The Chi Square Test is a test that should be used when 
18 
19 
you have frequency data that compares the effects of two variables and 
there are more than two groups on either of the two variables. The two 
variables in this study are the Sophomore English grades and the Junior 
; 
Required English grades. The grades are the letter grades E, D, C ,  B, 
and A so there are more than two groups for each of the variables. 
was 
To determine the Chi Square for each table the following formula 
used1 )S_J � (01 � �)2 = (o1 � EJ)2 + (Oz � F,;;)2 + , , + 
'\/�-- 'l;
I 
where � the Chi Square value 
0 = the observed frequency for a particular cell of the 
table which is the entry recorded in each individual 
cell. 
E = the expected frequency for a cell which is determined 
by multiplying the total of the row to which the cell 
belongs by the total of the column to which it belongs 
and then dividing by the grand total. 
the sum of the quotients of square of the difference 
between the observed frequency and expected frequency 
for each cell and the expected frequency for that cell . 
In using Chi Square , the number of degrees of freedom needs to 
be determined also . The degrees of freedom will always be the product 
of the number of rows minus 1 and the number of columns minus 1 for 
each table. Any row(s) or column(s) that contained all zero ' s  were not 
counted as a row or column in determining the degrees of freedom or used 
in determining the Chi Square value . 
Small Chi Square values support the null hypothesis while large 
values of Chi Square lead to a rejection of the null hypothesis. 
By simply using the tables and computing the observed and ex-
pected frequencies for each cell, one could see if differences exist. 
However , to determine if the differences can be attributed to chance or 
that the null hypothesis is to be rejected or accepted, a level of 
significance ef the Chi Square value needs to be set. In this study, 
20 
a 5% l�vel of significance was used. This means that the Chi Square 
value would be reached by chance 5% of the time and that 95% of the time 
indicate� that a relationship would exist .between the appropriate Sopho-
more English grade and the appropriate Junior Required English gra.de. 
The value of Chi Square at a 5% level of significance for a particular 
number of degrees of freedom must be gotten f'rom a Chi Square Table con-
tained in any stat:istical book. In order to reject the null hypothesis 
the Chi Square value of a Table in this study must be greater than the 
5% level of confidence Chi Square value found in a Chi Square Table • .35 
The Chi Square test works only if there are a minimum of two 
rows and two columns containing a munber greater than one. The inform-
ation collected in this study a�er being placed on tables and exclud-
ing rows or columns containing all zeros was fed into a computer on 
F.astern Illinois University' s  campus. The corresponding Chi Square 
values and degrees of freedom for each table were printed out by the 
computer. 
The results of the computer computations are included on the 
tables contained in the next six sections. The Chi Square value for 
the appropriate degree of freedom for each table at the 5% level of sig-
nificance was found in the Modern Elementary Statistics book and was also 
included on each table.36 
35James Bruning and B. L. Kintz, Computational Handbook of Sta­
tistics (Glenview, Illinoisa Scott , Foresman and Company, 1968), pp. 
197, 198, 207-213; see also John Eo Freund, Modern Elementary Statistics 
(Englewood, Cliffs, N.J . 1  Prentice-Hall , Inc . ,  1960), pp. 272-281. 
36F:reund, op. cit. , P• 386. 
Com�son of ·Sophomore Eng].ish IIA Grades and Junior 
American Literature Survey Grades 
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Table i is a table of twenty-five students who took English IIA 
and American Literature Survey from the Class of 1977. The Chi Square 
; 
value of Table 1 was found to be 15. 7� with 4 degrees of freedom. A 
Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance w1 th 4 degrees of freedom 
was given as 9. 488 in Modern Elementary Statistics. Also found was a 
Chi Square value for a 1% level of significance which was lJ.277. This 
indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relationship appeared to 
exist between English IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades 
for the Class of 1977. 
Table 2 is a table of twelve students who took English IIA and 
American Literature Survey from the Class of 1978. The Chi Square value 
of Table 2 was found to be 22. 9286 w1 th 12 degrees of freedom. A Chi 
Square value at a 5% level of significance w1 th 12 degrees of freedom 
was given as 21.026 in Modern Elementary Statistics. Also found was a 
Chi Square value for a 1% level of significance which was 26.217, This 
indicated at a 5% level of significance that a relationship appeared to 
exist between English IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades 
for the Class of 1978. 
Table 3 is a table of seventeen students who took English IIA 
and American Literature Survey from the Class of 1979. The Chi Square 
value of Table 3 was found to be )4.125 with 6 degrees of freedom. A 
Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 6 degrees of freedom 
was given as 12.592 in Modern Elementgy Statistics. Also fol nd was a 
Chi Square value for a 1% level of significance which was 16.812. This 
indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relationship appeared to 
ALSG 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
'IOTAL 
Table 1 
Comparison of First Semester So!>homore English IIA Grades (IIAG) and 
Junior American Literature Survey Grades (ALSG) for the Class of 1977 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 7 1 0 
0 0 5 7 0 
0 0 0 3 2 
0 0 12 11 2 
E, D, C,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The • Chi Square value of Table 1 was found to be 15. 7.56 w:i th 4 degrees of f'reedom. 
TOTAL 
0 
0 
8 
12 
5 
25 
A Chi Square value at a· 5% level of significance with 4 degrees of f'reedom was given as 9.488 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
For a 1% level of significance, a Chi Square value was given as lJ.277. 
'!his indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relatio119hip appeared to exist between English 
IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades �or the Class of 1977. 
, 
N 
N 
ALSG 
IIAG 
E 
D 
D 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 2 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIA Grades (IIAG) and 
Junior American Literature Survey Grades (ALSG) for the Class of 1978 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 1 1 0 0 
1 0 1 0 0 
0 0 6 1 0 
0 0 0 0 1 
1 1 8 1 1 
E ,  p, , C, B and A = recorded letter grades 
... 
The , Chi Square value of Table 2 was found to be 22. 928 with 12 degrees of freedom, 
TOTAL 
0 
2 
2 
7 
1 
12 
A Chi Square value at a. 5% level of significance with 12 degrees of freedom was given as 21. 026 
in ftbdern Elementary Statistics, 
For a 1% level of significance, a Chi Square value was given as 26,217 
This indicated at a 5% level of significance that a relationship appeared to exist between English 
IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades for the Cl.ass of 1978, , . 
N 
\.,,.) 
ALSL 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 3 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIA Grades (IIAG) and 
Junior American Literature Survey Grades (ALSG) for the Class of 1978 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 3 0 0 0 
0 0 5 0 0 
0 0 10 0 0 
0 0 1 2 0 
0 3 16 2 0 
E, D, C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 3 was found to be }4 ,000 with 6 degrees of freedom, 
TOTAL 
0 
3 
5 
10 
3 
21 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 6 degrees of freedom was given as 12.592 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
For a 1% level of significance ,  a Chi Square value was given as 16.812. 
This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relationship appeared to exist between English 
IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades for the Class of 1979. 
� 
ALSG 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 3 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIA Grades ( IIAG) and 
Junior American Literatln'e Survey Grades (ALSG) for the Class of 1978 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 3 0 0 0 
0 0 5 0 0 
0 0 10 0 0 
0 0 1 2 0 
0 3 16 2 0 
E, D, C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 3 was found to be )4,000 with 6 degrees of freedom. 
TOTAL 
0 
3 
5 
10 
3 
21 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 6 degrees of freedom was given as 12. 592 
in Modern Elementary Statistics . 
For a 1% level of significance , a Chi Square value was given as 16.812. 
This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relationship appeared to exist between English 
IIA Grades and American Literatln'e Survey Grades for the Class of 1979. 
I\) 
+:-
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exist between -English IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades 
for th� Class of 1979. 
Table 4 is a table of fifty-four students who took English IIA 
and Amer\can Literature Survey f'rom the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. 
The Chi Square value of Table 4 was found to be 75.0362 with 12 degrees 
o f  f'reedom. A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 12 
degrees of freedom was given as 21.026 in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
Also found was a cp.1 Square vaJ.ue for a 1% level of significance which 
was 26.217. This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a rela-
tionsh1p appeared to exist between English IIA Grades and American Lit­
erature Survey Grades for the Composite of the Classes of 1977, 1978 
' 
and 1979. 
Comparison of Sophomore E;nglish IIA Grades and Junior 
Modern American Literature Grades 
Table 5 is a table of twenty-seven students who took English IIA 
and Modern American Literature f'rom the Class of 1977 . The Chi Square 
value of Table 5 was found to be 28.4976 with 12 degrees of f'reedom. A 
Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 12 degrees of f'ree-
dom was given as 21.026 in Modern Elementary Statistics. Also found was 
a Chi Square value for a 1% level of significance which was 26.217 . 
This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relationship appear-
ed to exist between English IIA Grades and Modern American Literature 
Grades for the Class of 1977. 
Table 6 is a table of the Class of 1978, but since no student 
took both English IIA and Modern American Literature there was no Chi 
Square value determined. The reason for this is that Modern American 
Literature was taken during the second semester and the grades were not 
ALSG 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 4 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIA Grades (IIAG) and 
Junior American Literatlll"e Survey Grades (ALSG) for the Composite of 
the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 4 1 0 0 
1 0 12 1 0 
0 0 19 8 0 
0 0 0 5 J 
1 4 32 14 3 
E,  D, C, B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 4 was found to be 75.0362 with 12 degrees of freedom. 
'IDTAL 
0 
5 
14 
27 
8 
54 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 12 degrees of freedom was given as 21.026 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
For a 1% level of significance, a Chi Square value was given as 26.217. 
This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relationship appeared to exist between English 
IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades for the Composite of the Classes of 1977, 1978 
and 1979. 
� 
MALG 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 5 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore �ish IIA Grades ( IIAG) and 
Junior fudern American Literature Grades (MALG) for the Class of 1977 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
1 1 1 0 0 
0 1 3 5 0 
0 0 2 8 1 
0 0 0 1 3 
1 2 6 14 4 
- -·--- ---- - '-
E, D, C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 5 was found to be 28.4976 -with 12 degrees of f'reedom. 
TOTAL 
0 
3 
9 
11 
4 
27 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 12 degrees of freedom was given as 21.026 
in fudern Elementary Statistics. 
For a 1% level of significance, a Chi Square value was given a.s 26.217. 
This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relationship appeared to exist between English 
IIA Grades and Modern American Literature Grades for the Class of 1977. 
l\) 
"'1 
MALG 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 6 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIA Grades (IIAG) and · 
Junior Modern American Literature Grades (MALG) for the Class of 1978 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
E, D, C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
TOTAL 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
A Chi Square value was not determined for English IIA Grades and 1-k>dern American Literature Grades 
for the Class of 1978 as they only took Modern Americe11 Literature during the second semester 
of their Junior yea:r. The grades from the second semester for the Class of 1978 was not avail­
able when data was collected. 
Therefore, no decision on the existence of a relationship between the English IIA Grades and Modern 
American Literature Grades for the Class o f  1978 could be made at this time. 
N CX> 
available when · the data was collected for the Class of 1978. No deci-
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sion on�the existence of a relationship between English IIA Grades and 
Modern American Literature Grades for the Class of 1978 could be made 
at this t.Ame. 
Table 7 is a table of twenty-one students who took EZlglish IIA 
and Modern American Literature f'rom the Class of 1979. The Chi Square 
value of Table 7 was found to be 11.0875 with 8 degrees of freedom. A 
Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 8 degrees of freedom 
was given as 15.507 in Modern Elementary Statistics. This indiaa.ted 
that no relationship appeared to exist between English !IA Grades and 
Modern American Literature Grades for the Class of 1979. 
Table 8 is a table of forty-eight students who took English IIA 
and Modern American Li teratl.ll'e f'rom the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. 
The Chi Square value of Table 8 was found to be 37. 7249 with 12 degrees 
of freedom. A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 12 
degrees of f'reedom was given as 21.026 in Modern El.ementary Statistics. 
Also found was a Chi Square value for a 1% level of significance which 
was 26.217. This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a rela-
tionship appeared to exist between English IIA Grades and Modern Ameri­
can Literature Grades for the Composite of the Classes of 1977, 1978 
and 1979. 
Comparison of Sophomore English IIA Grades and Junior 
American Fiction Grades 
Table 9 is a table of two students who took English !IA and 
American Fiction f'rom the Class of 1977. No Chi Square value could be 
determined for this table as it did not have the minimum of two rows and 
two columns containing a number greater than zero . No decision on the 
lU.LG 
IIAG 
E 
Table 7 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English !IA Grades (IIAG) and · 
Junior Modern American Literature Grades (MALG) for the Class of 1979 
E D c B A 
-· - ·- -,__ --
0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL 
-·-·-
0 
-·-·- ---· ---- -- - - . -'-- -----· ·· 
D 0 1 1 0 0 2 
-- · -
c 1 3 7 1 0 12 t·-·------- - - - - - - · - --r--- -·-- -- L.---.. · · ------ --· 
B 0 0 2 4 1 7 
- - -- - - -
I 
A 0 0 0 0 0 0 
-- - · 
TOTAL 1 4 10 5 1 21 
E, C ,  C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 7 was found to be 11.0875 with 8 degrees of f'reedom. 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 8 degrees of f'reedom was given as 15 • .507 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
This indicated that no relationship appeared to exist between English IIA Grades and Modern 
American Literature Grades for the Class of 1979. 
I 
' 
I 
I ' 
\..t.) 0 
MALC 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 8 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English !IA Grades (IIAG) and 
Junior Modern American Literature Grades (MALG) for the Composite of 
the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 
E D c . B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
1 2 2 0 0 
1 4 10 5 0 
0 0 4 12 2 
0 0 0 J 4 
2 6 16 20 6 
E, D, C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 8 was found to be .37.4249 with 12 degrees of freedom. 
'IDTAL 
0 
5 
20 
18 
7 
.50 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 12 degrees of freedom was given as 21.026 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
For a 1% level of significance, a Chi Square value was given as 26.217. 
This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relationship appeared to exist between English 
IIA Grades and }�dern American Literature Grades for the Composite of the Classes of 1977, 1978 
and 1979. 
NOTE: The Class of 1978 was not included in this part of the study as data for the second semester 
of their Junior year was not available. The Class of 1978 took Modern American Literature 
during the second semester of their Junior year. w ...... 
, ' 
AJl\i 
!!AG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 9 
Comparison of First Semester Sopooioore »iii1sh !IA Grad.es (IIAG) and 
Junior American Fiction Grades (AFG) for the Class of 1977 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 2 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 2 0 0 0 
E, D, c, B and A = recorded letter grades 
TOTAL 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
2 
No Chi Square value could be determined for Table 9 as it did not have the minimum of two rows 
and two columns conta1 n1 ng a number greater than zero. 
No decision on the existence of a. relationship between Ellglish Ill Grades and American Fiction 
Grades for the Class of 1977 could be ma.de at this time. 
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existence of a-relationship between �ish IIA Grades and American Fie-
tion GrMes fer the Class of 1977 could be made at this time. 
Table 10 is a table of one student who took English IIA and 
American 'Fiction :f'rom the Class of 1978. No Chi Square value could be 
determined for this table as it did not have the minimum of two rows and 
two columns containing a number greater than zero. No decision on the 
existence of a relationship between English IIA Grades and American Fie-
tion Grades for the Class of 1978 could be made at this time. 
Table 11 is a table of seven students who took English IIA and 
American Fiction :f'rom the Class of 1979. The Chi Square value of Table 
11 was found to be J. 32.5 with 2 degrees of :f'reedom, A Chi Square value 
at a .5% level of significance with 2 degrees of :f'reedom was given as 
.5.991 in Modern Elementary Statistics. This indicated that no relation­
ship appeared to exist between English IIA Grades and American Fiction 
Grades for the Class of 1979. 
Table 12 is a table of ten students who took English IIA and 
American Fiction :f'rom the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. The Chi 
Squa:re value of Table 12 was 'found to be 7.00 with 4 degrees of freedom. 
A Chi Square value at a .5% level of significance with 4 degrees of :f'ree-
dom was given as 9.488 in Modern Elementary Statistics. This indicated 
that no relationship appeared to exist between English IIA Grades and 
American Fiction Grades for the Composite of the Classes of 1977, 1978 
and 1979. 
Comparison of Sophomore El!glish IIB Grades and 
Junior American Literature Stu-vey Grades 
Table lJ is a table of seven students who took English IIB and 
American 11 terature Survey :f'rom the Class of 1977. No Chi Square value 
A.tlu 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 10 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore �ish !IA Grades (IIAG) and 
Junior American Fiction Grades (AFG) for the Class of 1978 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 . 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 
E, D, C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
TOTAL 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
1 
No Chi Square value could be determined for Table 10 as it did not have the minimum of two rows 
and two columns containiilg a number greater than zero. 
No decision on the existence of a relationship between lmgl.lsh IIA Grades and American Fiction 
Grades for the Class of 1978 could be made at this tiJle. 
' .  
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Al'u 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 11 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore nigiish IIA Grades (IIAG) and 
Junior American Fiction Grades (AFG) for the Class of 1979 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 2 0 0 
0 0 3 1 0 
0 0 0 1 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 5 2 0 
E, D, c, B and A = recorded letter grades 
'!be Qh1. Square va.lue of Table 11 was found to be 3.325 with 2 degrees of :f'.reedom. 
'IDTAL 
0 
2 
4 
1 
0 
7 
A Chi Square va.lue at a 5% level of significance w1 th 2 degrees of freedom was g1 ven as 5. 991 
in lt>dES'P Elementary Statistics. · 
'!his indicated. that 1X> relationship appeared. to exist between »iglish IIA Grades and American 
Fiction for the Class pf 1979. 
, 
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AFG 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 12 
C.Omparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIA Grades (IIAG) and 
Junior American Fiction Grades (AFG) for the C.Omposi te of the Classes 
of 1977, 1978 and 1979 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 2 3 0 0 
0 0 3 1 0 
0 0 0 1 0 
-·� f..  
0 0 0 0 0 
0 2 6 2 0 
E, D, C,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 12 was fomid to be 7.000 with 4 degrees of freedom. 
TOTAL 
0 
5 
4 
1 
0 
10 
.. 
�· .., 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 4 degrees of freedom was given u 9.488 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
This indicated tpa,t no relationship appeared to exist between English TIA Grades and American 
Fiction Grades for the Composite of the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. 
� 
ALSG 
IIBG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
'roTAL 
Table 13 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIB Grades (IIBG) and 
Junior American Literature Survey Grades (ALSG) for the CU.ass of 1977 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 5 2 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 5 2 0 0 
E, D, C, B and A = recorded letter grades �-· 
TOTAL 
0 
0 
0 
7 
0 
7 
No Chi Square value could be determined for Table 13 as it did not have the minimum of two rows 
and two columns containing a number greater than zero. ; 
. 
No decision on the existence of a relationship between English IIB Grades and American Literature 
Survey Grades for the Class of 1977 QOuld be made at this time. 
" 
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could be determined for this table as it did not have the minimum of two 
rows a.Rd two columns containing a number greater than zero . No decision 
on the existence of a relationship between English IIB Grades and Ameri­
can Literature Survey Grades for the Clas& of 1977 could be made at this 
time. 
Table 14 is a table of seven students who took Eilglish IIB and 
American Literature Survey from the Class of 1978. The Chi Square value 
of Table 14 was found to be 4.8125 w1 th 4 degrees of freedom, A Chi 
Squaxe value at a 5% level of significance w1 th 4 degrees of freedom was 
given as 9.488 in Modern Elementary Statistics. This indicated that no 
relationship appeared to exist between English IIB Grades and American 
Literature Survey Grades for the Class of 1978. 
Table 15 is a table of four students who took English IIB and 
America.n Literature Survey from the Class of 1979. No Chi Square value 
could be determined for this table as it did not have the minimum of two 
rows and two columns containing a number greater than zero. No decision 
on the existence of a relationship between Eilglish IIB Grades and Ameri­
can Literature Survey Grades for the Class of 1979 could be made at this 
time. 
Table 16 is a table of eighteen students who took English IIB 
and American Literature Survey from the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. 
·
The Chi Square value of Table 16 was found to be 4.546 w1 th 4 degrees of 
freedom, A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance w1 th 4 de­
grees of freedom was given as 9,488 in Modern Elementary Statistice. 
This indicated that no relationship appeared to exist between English 
IIB Grades and American Literature Survey Grades for the Composite of 
the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. 
ALSG 
[IBG 
E I 
D 
I 
c 
I 
B I 
: 
A 
Table 14 
Comparison of First Semester Sophoioore English IIB Grades (IIIG) and 
Junior American Literature Survey Grades (ALSG) for the Class of 1978 
E D c B A 
0 0 I I 0 0 0 
I 
I 0 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I I I 0 J I 1 0 
I 
0 I 
I · ·- -1--··--..... I I I I 0 1 0 i 1 I 0 ---· 
t 
0 0 0 1 0 
TOTAL 
0 
0 
4 
2 
1 
. -- - -�·- .... -·--· --·--·- - -- -·-
TOTAL 0 4 1 2 0 7 
E, D, C, B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 14 was found to be 4 . 8125 with 4 degrees of f'reedom. 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 4 degrees of freedom was given as 91488 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
This indicated that no relationship appeared to exist between English llB Grades and American 
Literature Survey Gra.des for the Class of 19'18. 
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ALSG 
IIBG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
'roTAL 
Table 15 
Comparison of First Semester Sopoomore English TIB Grades (IIBG) and 
Junior American Literature Stu-� Grades (ALSG) for the Class o:f 1979 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 
0 0 2 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 
0 0 4 0 0 
E, D, C, B and A = recorded letter grades 
TOTAL 
0 
0 
1 
2 
1 
4 
No Chi Square value could be determined :for Table 15 as it did not have the minimum of two rows 
and two columns containing a number greater than zero. 
No decision on the existence of a relationship between English IIB grades and American Literattn"e 
Stn"vey Grades for the Class of 1979 could be made at this time. 
+:-0 
ALSG 
IIBG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 16 
C.Ompa.rison of First Semester Sophomore English II:S Grades (IIBG) and 
Junior American Literature Survey Grades (ALSG) for the Com:posi te of 
the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 3 f 2 0 0 
-
t 
-
i 
0 I 6 4 1 0 I 
0 0 1 1 0 
0 9 7 2 0 I 
E, D, C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 16 was found to be 4.� with 4 degrees of f'.reedom .  
TOTAL 
0 
0 
5 
11 
2 
18 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 4 degrees of freedom was given as 90488 
in Modern El�ntary Statistics. 
This indicated that no relationship appeared to exist between English IIB Grades and American 
Literature Survey Grades for the Com-posite of the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. 
. 
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Comparison of Sophomore English IIB Grades and 
Junior Modern American Literature Grades 
Tab1e ·17 is a table of seventeen students who took English IIB 
and Mod0fn American Literature f'rom the Class of 1977. The Chi Square 
value of Table 17 was found to be 12 • .542 with 4 degrees of f'reedom. A 
Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 4 degrees of freedom 
WB.$ given as 9 . 488 in Modern Elementary Statistics. Also found were a 
Chi Square value for a 2% level of significance which was 11,668 and a 
Chi Square value for a 1% level of significance which was 13. 277, This 
indicated at a· 2% level of significance that a relationship appeared to 
exist between English IIB Grades and Modern American Literature Grad.es 
for the Class of 1977, 
Table 18 is a table of the Class of 1978, but since no student 
took both English IIB and Modern American Literature there was no Chi 
Square value determined, The reason for this is that Modern American 
Literature was taken during the second semester and the grades were not 
available when the data was collected for the Class of 1978 , No deci-
sion on the existence of a relationship between English IIB Grades and 
Modern American Literature Grades for the Class of 1.978 could be made 
at this time, 
Table 19 is a table of twenty-five students who took English IIB 
and Modern American Literature from the Class of 1979. The Chi Square 
value of Table 19 was found to be 7 .424 with 6 degrees of f'reedom, A 
Chi Square value for a 5% level of significance with 6 degrees of free-
dom was given as 12,,502 in Modern Elementary Statistics, This indicated 
that no relationship appeared to exist between English IIB Grades and 
Modern American Literature Grades for the Class of 1979. 
m:LC 
IIBG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 17 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIB Grades .(IIBG) and 
Junior Modern American Literature Grades (MALG) for the Class of 1977 
E D C' B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
3 0 0 0 0 
2 3 0 0 0 
0 6 3 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
.c:; 9 3 0 0 J 
E, D, C, B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 17 was found to be 12 • .542 with 4 degrees of freedom. 
TOTAL 
0 
J 
5 
9 
0 
17 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 4 degrees of freedom was given as 9.488 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
For a 2% level of significance, a Chi Square value was given as 11.668 . 
For a 1% level of significance, a Chi Square value was given as 1,3.277. 
This indicated at a 2% level of significance that a relationship appeared to exist between English 
IIB Grades and Modern American Literature Grades for the Class of 1977. .{.:" \.t.) 
MALG 
IIBG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 18 
C.Omparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIB Grades (IIBG) and 
Junior Modern American Literature Grades (MALG) for the Class of 1978 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 
I 
0 0 0 0 -1---- · - --- �-
0 0 I 0 0 0 
t 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
E, D, C,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
TOTAL 
0 
0 
0 
0 
, 
0 
0 
A Chi Square value was not determined for English IIB Grades and Modern American Literature Grades 
for the Class of 1978 as they only took Modern American Literature during the second semester 
of their Junior yea:r. The grades from the second semester for the Class of 1978 w� not 
available when data was collected. 
Therefore, no decision on the existence of a relationship between the �lish I1B Grades and 
Modern American Literature Grades for the en.ass of 1978 could be aa.de at this time. 
i 
MALG 
IIBG 
E 
D . 
Table 19 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore F.Dglish IIB Grades (IIBG) and 
Junior Modern American Literature Grades (MALG) for the Class of 1979 
1 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 I 0 0 
I 
I 
0 0 0 0 0 
IDTAL 
0 
0 
·- -- � 
I 
c 3 6 3 0 0 12 
I 
t 
B 0 4 7 1 0 12 
A 0 0 1 0 0 1 
TOTAL 3 10 11 1 0 25 
E, D, C, B and A = recorded letter grades 
The ,Chi Squire value of Table 19 was found to be 7.424 with 6 degrees of freedom. 
A Chi Square value at a . 5% level of significance with 6 degrees of freedom was g1 ven as 12 • .502 
in fudern El.ementa;ry Statistics. 
This indicated that no relationship appeared to exist between qlish IIB Grades and fudern 
American Literature Grades for the Class of 1979. 
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Table 20 is a table of forty-two students who took English IIB 
and Modern American Literature f'.rom the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. 
The Chi Square value of Table 20 was found to be 2J.40J with 9 degrees 
of f'.reeddm. A Chi Square value for a 5% level of significance with 9 
degrees of f'.reedom was given as 16.919 in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
Also found was a Chi Square value for a 1% level of significance which 
was· 21.666. This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a. rela-
tionship appeared to exist between 'English IIB Grades and Modern Amari-
ca.n Literature Grades for the Composite of the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 
1979. 
�mpaxison of Sophomore Eng1ish IIB Grades and 
Junior American Fiction Grades 
Table 21 is a table of fo\trteen students who took 'English IIB 
and American Fiction from the Class of 1977, The Chi Square value of 
Table 21 was found to be 4. 742 with 4 degrees of f'.reedom. A Chi Square 
value for a 5% level of significance with 4 degrees of f'reedom was 
g1 ven as 9.488 in Modern Elementary Statistics. This indicated that no 
relationship appe&Jr.ed to exist between English IIB Grades and American 
Fiction Grades for the Class of 1977. 
Table 22 is a table of fifteen students who took English IIB 
and American Fiction f'.rom the Class of 1978. The Chi Square value of 
Table 22 was found to be 9.072 with 4 degrees of f'.reedom. A Chi Square 
value for a 5% level of significance with 4 degrees of f'reedom was 
g1 ven as 9.488 in fudern En.ementary Statistics. This indicated that no 
relationship appeared to exist between 'English IIB Grades and American 
Fiction Grades for the Class of 1978. 
.. 
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MALG 
llBG 
E 
D 
. .  c . 
B 
A 
'IDTAL 
Table 20 
Co11parison of First Semester Sophomo�e Engl!sh llB Grades (IIBG) and 
Junior Mode.rn American Literature Grades (MALG) for the Composite of 
the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 
E D c B A ., 
0 0 0 0 0 
3 0 0 0 0 
5 ..... •\, 9 J 0 0 
0 10 10 1 0 
0 0 1 0 0 
8 19 14 1 0 
E, D, C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 20 was found to be 2J.4o34 with 9 degrees of freedom. 
'IDTAL 
0 
J 
17 
21 
1 
42 
A Chi Square 'dlue at a 5% level of sign.1.ficance with 9 degrees of f'.reedom was given as 16.919 
ill Modern El.eme.Jlt!*'l Statistics. 
... 
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Table 21 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIB Grades (IIBG) and 
Junior American Fiction Grades (AFG) for the Class of 1977 
AFGf-- E ! D ,--c_J- ---- B 1 A 1 TOTAL I IIBG I I -t � -- - j ---t-
E i 0 ! 0 I 0 ! 0 I 0 0 
�--t 4 i o 1 o I o �-�--D 
- r 2 1 4 -1- 0 1 0 1 7 1 
I 1 i 1 I 
c 1 
B 0 
I ! I 0 0 2 
A 0 0 0 0 0 0 
'.IDTAL I 2 7 5 0 0 14 
E, D, C, B and A = recorded letter grades 
.... 
The .chi Square value of Table 21 was found to be 4. 742 with 4 degrees of freedomo 
A Chi Square value at a .5% level of significance with 4 degrees of freedom was given as 90488 
in t>bdern Elementary statistics. 
This indicated that no relationship appeared to exist between �ish IIB Grades and American 
Fiction Grades for th� Class of 19'17. 
; 
8; 
Al'u 
!!BG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
TOTAL 
Table 22 
Comparison of First Semester So �more Eilglish IIB Grades (IIBG) and 
Junior American Fiction Grades (Am) for the Cla.ss of 1978 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
5 3 0 0 0 
l l 4 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
6 4 5 0 0 
E, D, C, B and A • recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 22 was found to be 9.072 with 4 degrees of freedom. ' 
'IDTAL 
0 
8 
6 
- · - -
1 
0 
15 
A Chi Square value a.t a . 5% level of significance with 4 degrees of freedom was given as 9.488 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
This 1.ndicated that no relationship appeared to exist between »iglish IIB Grades and American 
Fiction Grades for the Cl.ass of 19780 
+:­'° 
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Tab1e· 23 is a table of twenty-six students who took Ehglish IIB 
and American Fiction from the Class of 1979. The Chi Square value of 
Table 23 was found to be 15.484 with 6 degrees of freedom. A Chi Square 
value for a 5% level of significance w1 th ·6 degrees of freedom was g1 ven 
as 12.592 in Modern Elementary Statistics. Also found were a Chi Square 
value for a 2% level of significance which was 15.033 and a Chi Square 
value for a 1% level of significance which was 16.812. This indicated 
at a 2% level of significance that a relationship appeared to exist be­
tween Dlglish IIB Grades and American Fiction Grades for the Class of 
1979. 
Table 24 is a table of fifty-five students who took Ehglish IIB 
and American Fiction from the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. The Chi 
Square value of Table 24 was found to be 28. 726 w1 th 6 degrees of free­
d.om. A Chi Square value for a 5% level of significance with 6 degrees 
of freedom was given as 12.592 in Modern Elementary Statistics. Also 
found was a Chi Square value for a. 1% level of significance which was 
16.812. This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relation­
ship appeared to exist between English IIB Grades and American Fiction 
Grades for the Composite of the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979. 
AFG 
IIBG 
E 
- -
D 
c 
-
B 
A 
-
'IDTAL 
--
Table 23 
Comparison of First Semester So:i;ihomore English IIB Grades (IIBG) and 
Junior American Fiction Grades lAFG) for the Class of 1979 
E D c B A 
-·--
0 0 0 0 0 
-- ·--·- --� - - .. --· ---- - - - -·-- --- ---·-- --··-
5 4 2 0 0 
-- - -·-- - - -- -
1 2 8 0 0 
- - - - - ->-·--
0 0 3 1 0 
- ·- · --- ·--- -· - - -
0 0 0 0 0 
6 6 13 1 0 
·- - ----
E, D, C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 23 was found to be 15.484 with p degrees of freedom. 
TOTAL 
-
0 
--
11 
11 
- ---
4 
0 
-
26 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 6 degrees of freedom was given as 12.592 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
For a 2% level of significance, a Chi Square value was given as 15.0JJ. 
For a 1% level of significance, a Chi Square value was given as 16.812. 
This indicated at a 2% level of significance that a relationship appeared to exist between English 
IIB Grades and American Fiction Grades for the Class of 1979. � 
Table 24 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore Ellglish IIB Grades (IIBG) and 
Junior American Fiction Grades (AFG) for the Composite of the Classes 
of 1977, 1978 and 1979 
AFG ro:� E D c B A 
IIBG 
E 0 0 0 0 0 
I 
D 11 11 
I I
2 24 I 
I 
c I 3 I 5 I 
B I 0 i I 1 
16 
5 
_  o --i--� 
0 I 0 
I 
--·...-
1 0 4---�4  
I 
7 
i I - · ·-- - ---- --- -- --- ·- ' -I ! 
A i 0 0 0 0 0 0 
_ _ _ _  .. _ - - · · -·- -
TOTAL 14 17 23 1 0 55 
E, D, C, B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Squat'e value of Table 24 was fotmd to be 28. 726 with 6 degrees of f'reedom. 
I 
A Chi Square value at a 5% level of significance with 6 degrees of f'reedom was given as 12. 592 
in ?tk>dern Elementary -Statistics. 
For a 1% level of significance, a Chi Square value was g1. ven as 16,812 
'!his indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relati.onship appeared to exist between English 
IIB Grades and American Fiction Grades for the Composite of the Cl.asses of 1977, 1978 and 1979. 
, 
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Chapter 4 
OONC!LUSIONS AND REOOMMENDATIONS 
OONC!L USIONB 
Assuming that all data were collected, recorded, analyzed and 
reported correctly, the following conclusions were reached • 
The first hypothesis a There are no significant differences be­
tween the Expectancy Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 and 
the Composite for English IIA Grades and American Literature Survey 
Grades. 
The Chi Square Test showed that a relationship did exist at the 
1% level for the Class of 1977, Class of 1979 and the Composite. The 
Class of 1978 ' s  Chi Square score showed that a relationship existed at 
the 5% level. So there was no significant difference between the Ex­
pectancy Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 and the Composite. 
The second hypothesis1 There are no significant differences be­
tween the Expectancy Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 and 
the Composite for English IIA Grades and Modern American Literature 
Grades. 
As Previously stated, the Class of 1978 was not included in this 
part of the study as data for the Class of 1978 was only available for 
53 
.54 
the first semester of their Junior year. fudern American Literature was 
not taught to the Class of 1978 until the second semester of their 
Junior year. 
1he Chi Square Test showed that a relationship did exist at the 
1% level for both the Class of 1977 and the Composite. The Class of 
1979 showed that no relationship existed between English IIA Grades and 
Modern American Literature Grades. No conclusive statement could be 
made in regards to· the second hypothesis.  
The third hypothesis •  There are no significant differences be­
' tween the Expectancy Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 and 
the C.Omposite for English IIA Grades and American Fiction Grades. 
No table was made for the Class of 1977 as only two took Ameri­
can Fiction and English IIA. They both received D's in both classes. 
No table was made for the Class of 1978 as only one student took Ameri­
can Fiction. The student received a D in English IIA and a C in Ameri­
can Fiction. Both the Class of 1979 and the Composite had a Chi Square 
value which said to accept the idea that no relationship existed between 
English !IA Grades and American Fiction Grades. 
So w1 th only two Chi Square values being made , one would need to 
accept the hypothesis and the idea that no relationship existed between 
English !IA Grades and American Fiction Grades . 
The fourth hypothes1s 1 There are no significant differences be­
tween the Expectancy Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 and 
the C.Omposite for English IIB Grades and American Literature Survey Grades. 
. ' 
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No tab1.e was made for the Class of 1977. All seven students who 
took EAglish IIB received a B with five receiving a D in American Lit­
erature Survey and two a c. A table was not made for the Class of 1979. 
All four; students who took English IIB received a C in American Litera­
ture and one got a C in English IIB, two a B and one an A. Both the 
Class of 1978 and the Composite had a Chi Square value which said to 
accept the idea that no relationship existed between English IIB Grades 
and American Litenature Survey Grades. 
So with only two Chi Square values being made, one would need to 
accept the hypothesis and the idea that no relationship. existed between 
English IIB Grades and American Literature Survey Grades. 
The fifth hypothesis• There are no significant differences be­
tween the Expectancy Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 and 
the Composite for English IIB Grades and Modern American Literature 
Grades. 
As previously stated, the Class of 1978 was not included in this 
pa.rt of the study as data for the Class of 1978 was only available for 
the first semester of their Junior yea:r. Modern American Literature was 
not taught to the Class of 1978 until the second semester . 
The Class of 1977 had a Chi Squa:re value which said that a re­
lationship existed between English IIB Grades and Modern American Lit­
erature Grades at a 2% level of significance. Tho Composite had a Chi 
Square value which said the relationship existed at a 1% level of signif­
icance. The Class of 1979, however , had a Chi Squa:re value which said 
' .  
that no relati�nship existed between the English IIB Grades and Modern 
American Literature Grades. 
No conclusive statement could be made in regards to the fi:f'th 
hypothes�s. 
The sixth hypothesis a There are no significant differences be­
tween the Ex:pectancy Tables for the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 and 
the Composite for English IIB Grades and American Fiction Grades. 
The Chi Square value for the Class of 1977 indicated that no 
relationship existed between English IIB Grades and American Fiction 
G;rades. The Chi Square value for the Class of 1978 also indicated that 
no relationship existed, but it was much weaker in its rejection of the 
relationship. The Chi Square value for the Class of 1979 indicated that 
a relationship existed at a 2% level of significance. The Composite 
had a Chi Square value which indicated that a relationship existed at a 
1% level of significance. 
So there are wide differences between the Classes and the Com­
posite and hence the sixth hypothesis must be rejected. No conclusive 
statement can be made about the relationship between English IIB Grades 
and American Fiction Grades. 
General Conclusions 
1 .  Only one relationship seems to exist between Sophomore Eng­
lsih Grades and Junior Required English Grades. This relationship 
existed between English IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades 
and was significant at least at a 5% level of significance for all three 
classes and the Composite. 
57 
2. Using only the Compostie tables and Chi Square values would 
1ndica� that relationships existed at a 1% level of significance be­
tween English IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades, between 
English 1IA Grades and Modern American Literature Grades, between Eng­
lish IIB Grad.es and Modern American Literature Grades , and between Eng­
lish IIB Grades and Ametican Fiction Grades. 
REOOMMENDATIONS 
While the tables used in this study could be helpful to students 
at Central High School in making wiser decisions in the selection of 
Junior Required English courses, there a.re :m.any factors that go into the 
grad.es recorded and the student needs to be made aware of them. 
It is recommended that the study should be continued with each 
class at Central High Scoool. In continuing this study , if any variance 
f'rom the results of this study would be found for three consecutive 
yea.rs or more, it is recommended that the results found in this study 
be dropped, It should also cause an update of this paper to be written. 
It is fUrther recommended that the Class of 1978 grades for the 
second semester of Junior Required English courses be located and used 
in revision of this study. 
It is recommended that the Composite Expectancy Tables used in 
this study for English IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades 
(Table 4) , English IIA Grades and Modern American Literature Grades 
(Table 8) , English IIB Grades and Modern American Literature Grades 
(Table 20) , and English IIB Grades and American Fiction Grades (Tab.le 24) 
be used by counselors at Central High School in answering their students 
question, "What a.re my chances of passing the three different Required 
Junior English classes . "  
This can be done by using the following for mat .  As an example, 
let us ..suppose a student would like to know what their chances were of 
getting a C in American Literature Survey. Let us further suppose this 
student �eceived a C, in English !IA. Now referring to Table 4 which has 
been duplicated on the next page for your convenience. 
You would take the grade received in English IIA (c) and go 
across until you reach the desired grade column, a C in American Lit-
arature Survey in this example. The number in that column is 12. You 
would divide by the number in the total column for the IIAG row of C 
which is 14. You would then receive a percent which is 85. 7% in this 
example. The counselor could show the student this and say you have an 
. .  
85. 7% chance of receiving a c. This could be used for Modern American 
Literature also and the student would see in which course he/she seemed 
to have the best chance of receiving the best grade or grade wanted. 
By use of tables similar to the ones used in this study , the 
counselors at Central High School and other schools would be able to 
help their students make better course selections. A final. recommend-
ation is that similar types o f  study be made on predicting ACT scores, 
SAT scores or college grades. 
.ALSG 
IIAG 
E 
D 
c 
B 
A 
'roTAL 
Table 2.5 
Comparison of First Semester Sophomore English IIA Grades (TIAG) and 
Junior American Literature Survey Grades (ALSG) for the Compesite of 
the Classes of 1977, 1978 and 1979 -- Duplicate of Table 4 
E D c B A 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 4 1 0 0 
1 0 12 1 0 
0 0 19 8 0 
0 0 0 5 3 
1 4 32 14 J 
E, D, C ,  B and A = recorded letter grades 
The Chi Square value of Table 4 was found to be 7.5.0362 with 12 degrees of freedom. 
'roTAL 
0 
5 
14 
27 
8 
_;A. 
A Chi Square value at a .5% level of significance with 12 degrees of freedom was given as 21.026 
in Modern Elementary Statistics. 
For a 1% level of significance, a Chi Square value was given as 26.217. 
This indicated at a 1% level of significance that a relationship appeared to exist bet•en English 
IIA Grades and American Literature Survey Grades for the Composite of the Classes of 1977, 1978 
and 1979. 
NOTE1 THIS IS A DUPLICATE OF · TABLE 4 WCATED ON PAGE z6 .  
� 
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